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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In response to the request for continued examination filed 13 May 2008, the following has 
occurred: claims 1, 5, 14, and 18 have been amended; claims 19-20 have been added; and claims 
9-13 have been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-8 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Morange et al., (U.S. Pub. 2005/0102374) in view of Felsher, (U.S. Pub. 2002/0010679), 
and Smithies et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,544,255). 

3. As per claim 1 Morange et al. discloses a system for distributed computing in which 
multiple different applications are in use connected on a common computer network, (Morange 
et al, Abstract; Fig. 19A-C; U 50, 255-326) (disclosing a comprehensive Universal Software 
Platform). 

Felsher fails to explicitly disclose such a platform, however, it is likely that such a 
distributed computing platform is inherent in the system disclosed by Felsher due to the 
disclosure of multiple different applications within the system, (Felsher ]f 10, 91, 94, 120-188, 
249). Felsher further discloses comprising a clinical exchange server on the network, the clinical 
exchange server including memory, (Felsher Fig. 1, and 2), the clinical exchange server 
programmed: 
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(i) to maintain a reference table, the reference table including a list of applications on the 
network and information about the patient identification number used by each application, 
(Felsher, 1 266-268, 279). 

(ii) to maintain a list of events reported to it by other applications on the network, (Felsher, ]f 
266-268, 279) and 

(iii) to respond to inquiries from a first application about an event recorded by a second 
application by transmitting a query to the second application based on the information in the 
reference table and the list of reported events, (Felsher ^ 264). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the at the time of the invention to combine 
Morange et al. and Felsher. The motivation would have been to provide an infrastructure for 
efficient transmission, use and security protection of electronic medical records, Felsher, 
Abstract, If 14). 

In addition, neither reference explicitly teaches different identification numbers. 
Smithies et al, however, does teach wherein the application distinct identification numbers 
include a first identification number used by a first application and a second identification 
number used by a second application where the second identification number is different than the 
first identification number (see Column 18, lines 5-56 of Smithies et al.). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate this feature into the systems of Morange et al. and Felsher. One of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to combine these features in order to determine an identity 
(see column 17, lines 22-25 of Smithies et al.). 

4. As per claim 2, Morange et al., Felsher, and Smithies et al. teach the system of claim 1 as 
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described above. Felsher further discloses a system wherein the clinical exchange server also 
maintains an abstract about the events sent to it to facilitate exchange of information between the 
applications, (Felsher, ]f 266-268, 279) (transactions are events, and an index of transaction 
records is considered to be an abstract of such events). 

5. As per claim 3, Morange et al., Felsher, and Smithies et al. teach the system of claim 1 as 
described above. Felsher further discloses a system wherein the reference table includes a 
master patient index identification code assigned to the patient as well as the application specific 
identification code assigned to the patient by each application, (Felsher, ^ 266-268, 274, 279) 
(disclosing both indexed codes and an application-specific rolling code changed after each 
access). 

6. As per claim 4, Morange et al., Felsher, and Smithies et al. teach the system of claim 1 as 
described above. Felsher further discloses a system wherein the clinical exchange server also 
stores health insurance information about each patient so that such health insurance information 
can easily be accessed by any of the applications, (Felsher, If 3 1 8) (the system is HIPAA 
compatible, thus it is obvious that the system handles health insurance information, such as claim 
information). 

7. As per claim 5, Felsher discloses a computer network for operation by a healthcare 
delivery enterprise, the network including a plurality of servers, the network comprising a 
clinical exchange server including a storage device, (Felsher, Fig. 1, ]f 328) (disclosing (6) an 
entrusted medical information database), 

the clinical exchange server programmed to store in the storage device a reference table, the 
reference including a master patient identifier for each patient, and any separate identifying code 
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used for the patient by any of the application programs, so that the identifying code used by an 
application for a patient can be found by accessing the reference table, (Felsher, ]f 266-268, 279, 
334-339) (the patient medical information trust index is a form of reference table that stores a 
patient I.D used by the encryption application and other recipient applications and applets). 

the clinical exchange server further programmed to facilitate information exchange 
between the applications by using the reference table to extract information from an application 
requested by another application, (Felsher, H 132, 164-167, 266-272, 279, 334-339) (disclosing 
query applications that can be used with the reference table). 

Felsher fails to expressly disclose operating a plurality of application programs and a list 
of application programs. However, it is likely that such a plurality of application programs and a 
list of application programs is inherent in the system disclosed by Felsher due to the disclosure of 
multiple different applications within the system, (Felsher j[ 10, 91, 94, 120-188, 249). 

Furthermore, Morange et al. discloses a system operating a plurality of application 
programs and a list of application programs, (Morange et al., Abstract; Fig. 19A-C; ]f 50, 255- 
326) (disclosing a comprehensive Universal Software Platform). 

In addition, neither reference explicitly teaches different identification numbers. 
Smithies et al, however, does teach wherein the application distinct identification numbers 
include a first identification number used by a first application and a second identification 
number used by a second application where the second identification number is different than the 
first identification number (see Column 18, lines 5-56 of Smithies et al). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate this feature into the systems of Morange et al. and Felsher. One of ordinary skill 
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in the art would have been motivated to combine these features in order to determine an identity 
(see column 17, lines 22-25 of Smithies et al.). 

8. As per claim 6, Morange et al., Felsher, and Smithies et al. teach the computer network of 
claim 5 as described above. Felsher further discloses a computer network wherein the clinical 
exchange server also maintains a table of events associated with patients, the table of events 
including identifying information about the events and the identification of the application 
holding information about the event, (Felsher, 266-272) (transaction records are considered to be 
a table of events). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine is as disclosed in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

9. As per claim 7, Morange et al., Felsher, and Smithies et al. teach the computer network of 
claim 6 as described above. Felsher further discloses a computer network wherein the event 
table also includes an abstract about each of the events, (Felsher, 266-272) (A descriptive header 
is considered to be a form of abstract). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine is as disclosed in the rejection 
of claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

10. Claims 8 and 19-20 contain the same or substantially similar limitations as claims 4, 1, 
and 1 (respectively) and therefore the reasons for the rejection of claims 4, 1, and 1 are 
incorporated herein by reference. 

11. Method claims 14-18 substantially repeat the subject matter of claims 1-4 as a series of 
steps rather than as a set of "means-plus-function" elements. As the underlying system has been 
shown to be fully disclosed by the teachings of Morange et al, Felsher, and Smithies et al. in the 
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above rejection of claims 1-8, it is readily apparent that the Morange et al, Felsher, and Smithies 
et al. references include a method. As such, these limitations are rejected for the same reasons 
provided in the rejection of claims 1-8 and incorporated herein. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,5, 14, and 18-20 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David M. Kohut whose telephone number is 571-270-1369. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Luke Gilligan can be reached on 571-272-6770. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/D. M. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
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